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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. Claims 17 and 22 have 
been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent-may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-16, 18-21, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over by Natarajan et al. (6,505,244) (hereinafter 
Natarajan) in view of by Shanumgam et al. (6,708,187) (hereinafter 
Shanumgam) 

3. As per claim 1, Natarajan discloses a method comprising: 

A plurality of devices configured (by definition configuration means 
the particular arrangement or pattern of a group of related things, col 8, 
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lines 21-22) to support feedback based adaptive networic (204 B, fig 2, col 
8, lines 16-20, i.e. routers are group of router); 

at least one event-handling policy (modular, figure 2 element 254, col 
14, lines 51-52), wherein the assigned policy is associated with each of the 
plurality of devices (figure 2, element 254, col 14, lines 33-50); and 

evaluating a current state of each device (figure 17, element 1718) 
before the assigned policy (figure 17, element 1728) is applied to the device 
(figure 17, col 31, lines 35-67). Natarajan does not explicitly teach assigning 
a plurality of devices to a group, assigning event-handling policies to the 
group, assigned policy in the group. However, assigning, grouping, and 
evaluating are very well known in the art, in many cases assigning, 
grouping, and evaluating are part of the policy based network system 
configuration. Shanumgam, for example discloses assigning a plurality of 
devices to a group (col 5, lines 34-46), assigning event-handling policies to 
the group (col 5, lines 40-46), assigned policy in the group (col 5, lines 40- 
46). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the 
time invention was made to combine the teachings of Natarajan and 
Shanumgam. The motivation would have been to have a unified policy 
management system with a remotely situated policy enforcers. 
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4. As per claim 10, Natarajan discloses an event log configured to store 
event data (data store, figure 2, element 252, col 13, lines 45-57); and 

a management module (management module is interpreted as 
software control component ) coupled to the group of devices and the event 
log (ADMIN, figure 2, element 260,262,252, col 19, lines 1-16), wherein a 
current state of each device in the group of devices is evaluated by the 
software control component (decision making, col 14, lines 5-20 and figure 
17, element 1718, col 31, lines 36-40, current state is related to number of 
packets dropped at each links, col 32, lines 35-39, used to tune network 
device) before the event-handling policy is applied to the device (figure 6 
and 7, col 19, 1-16, col 14, lines 34-50 and figure 17, element 1728, col 31, 
lines 45-56, determination of the effectiveness of the policy is done by 
evaluating and re-evaluating the CIR policy further col 32, lines 1-5, teaches 
how it is implemented ); and 

wherein the management module (management module is interpreted 
as software control component ) determines whether a particular device is 
currently a member of the group before the event-handling policy is applies 
to the device (col 19, lines 1-47, it is implied during the registration process 
and col 32, lines 1-5, action is taken to modify the policy, modifying includes 
the step of assigning). Natarajan does not explicitly discloses known 
teachings in the WBEM or WMI art such as a group of devices having an 
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associated event-handling policy assigning event-handling policies to the 
group , assigned policy in the group, management module that allows 
central control over the policy enforcer. Shanumgam, for example discloses 
a group of devices having an associated event-handling policy (col 5, lines 
34-46), assigning event-handling policies to the group (col 5, lines 40-46), 
assigned policy in the group (col 5, lines 40-46), management module that • 
allows central control over the policy enforcer (302, fig 3, col 6, lines 40-55, 
management module). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Natarajan and Shanumgam. The motivation would have been to have a 
unified policy management system with a remotely situated policy enforcers. 

5. As per claim 18, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claims 
1, above. In addition, Natarajan discloses identifying at least one event- 
handling policy (added, figure 2 element 254, col 14, lines 33-35) associated 
with the group of devices (module, figure 5C, element 254, col 14, lines 51- 
52), wherein the event- handling policy defines how devices are configured; 

6. As per claim 2, Natarajan discloses evaluating a current state of each 
device determines whether each device is currently a member of the group 
(col 14, lines 33-50, it is implied in the tree structure children have only one 
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parent). 

7. As per claim 3, tlie claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Natarajan discloses determining whether a particular 
device is currently a member of the group (figure 5C, element 254, col 14, 
lines 5-20); and 

applying the assigned policy to the particular device if the particular 
device is currently a member of the group (col 14, lines 33-35). 

8. As per claims 4 and 12, Natarajan discloses each device is assigned at 
least one additional policy that is not assigned to the group (col 14, lines 51- 
56). 

9. As per claims 5 and 19, the claims are rejected for the same reasons 
as claims 1 and 18, above. In addition, Natarajan discloses a particular 
device is assigned to multiple groups (modular, col 14, lines 33-50). 

10. As per claims 6 and 13, Natarajan discloses the event-handling (figure 
2, element 254) policy defines how the device is configured (col 8, lines 27- 
38). 
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11. As per claims 7, 14 and 20, Natarajan discloses the event-handling 
(figure 2, element 254) policy identifies the types of events that are 
provided to each device (col 10, lines 40-50). 

12. As per claim 8, Natarajan discloses the method is implemented by a 
management module (ADMIN, co! 19, lines 1-15). 

13. As per claim 9, Natarajan discloses One or more computer-readable 
memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor 
to perform the method of claim 1 (col 12, lines 46-59 and col 8, lines 52-59 
and col 12, lines 46-51, cache). 

14. As per claim 11, Natarajan discloses a plurality of groups of devices 
are coupled to the management module (figure 2, element 254,260, col 19, 
lines 1-19). 

15. As per claim 15, Natarajan discloses the apparatus is part of an 
enterprise computing system (figure 2, col 7, lines 44-53). 

16. As per claim 16, Natarajan discloses the management module receives 
event data generated by a plurality of event providers (figure 2, element 
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260, 262, 254, 270, col 19, lines 1-19). 

17. As per claim 21, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Natarajan discloses if the states of a particular system in 
the particular group is not valid (decision tree, col 14, lines 33-50), updating 
the particular group to delete the particular system (added or deleted, col 
14, lines 33-50); and applying the policies to the systems in the updated 
group (added or deleted, col 14, lines 33-50). 

18. As per claim 23, Natarajan discloses creating an event log associated 
with the particular group (network elements, col 7, lines 11-30); and 
maintaining information about the states of the systems in the particular 
group in the event log (col 7, lines 16-19). 

19. As per claim 24, the claim Is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
21, above. Natarajan discloses the states represent at least one of a version 
of an operating system, a location in a geographic region, a configuration of 
the system, presence of a particular hardware item, or capacity of a 
particular hardware Item (Network elements includes hardware and 
software, office Interprets an operating system as a software and attributes 
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of the configuration file, col 8, lines 4-25 and col 19, lines 25-28, col 20, 
lines 6-15, LDAP incorporates geographic region). 

Response to Arguments 

20. Applicant's arguments filed 02/28/2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive, therefore rejections to claims 1-16 and 18-21, and 
23-24 is maintained. 

21. In the remarks applicants argued that: 

A. Natarajan does not disclose "evaluating a current state of 
each device before the assigned policy is applied to the device". 

B. Natarajan does not disclose 'determining whether a particular 
device is currently a member of the group". 

C. Natarajan does not disclose "the types of events that are 
provided to each device". 

22. In response to applicants argument A, Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Natarajan discloses evaluating (col 31, lines 40-45, evaluate the 
effective ness of the policy) a current state of each device (figure 17, 
element 1718, col 31, lines 36-40, current state is related to number of 
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packets dropped at each links, col 32, lines 35-39, used to tune network 
device) before the assigned policy (figure 17, element 1728, col 31, lines 
45-56, determination of the effectiveness of the policy is done by evaluating 
and re-evaluating the CIR policy further col 32, lines 1-5, teaches how it is 
implemented) is applied to the device (figure 17, col 31, lines 35-67, col 32, 
lines 1-5, action is taken to modify the policy, modifying includes the step of 
assigning). 

23. In response to applicant's argument B, Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Natarajan discloses determining whether a particular device is 
currently a member of the group (figure 5C, element 254, col 14, lines 5- 
20); and applying the assigned policy to the particular device if the 
particular device is currently a member of the group (col 14, lines 33-35, col 
31, lines 35-67, col 32, lines 1-5, action is taken to modify the policy, 
modifying includes the step of applying to automatically and dynamically 
adapt to the changing network conditions, since the invention is using 
Microsoft Active Directory and data store is implemented as an LDAP 
directory, col 20, lines 4-20, examiner feels the importance of briefly 
describing briefly LDAP, LDAP is a software protocol for enabling anyone to 
locate organizations, individuals, and other resources such as files and 
devices in a network, whether on the public Internet or on a corporate 
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intranet. In a network, a directory tells you where in the network something 
is located. On TCP/IP networks (including the Internet), the domain name 
system (DNS) is the directory system used to relate the domain name to a 
specific network address. However, you may not know the domain name. 
LDAP allows you to search for an individual without knowing where they're 
located. An LDAP directory is organized in a simple "tree" hierarchy 
consisting of the following levels: The root directory (the starting place or 
the source of the tree), which branches out to. Countries, each of which 
branches out to. Organizations, which branch out to. Organizational units 
(divisions, departments, and so forth), which branches out to (includes an 
entry for). Individuals (which includes people, files, and shared resources 
such as printers) 

24. In response to applicant's argument C, Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Natarajan discloses the event-handling (figure 2, element 254) 
policy identifies the types of events that are provided to each device (col 10, 
lines 40-50 and col 25, lines 55-60,. event handler determines the particular 
events to be monitored and reported) 
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Conclusion 



25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a 
first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A. Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272- 
3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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